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REMARKS 

Claims 1-4 have been rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as unpatentable over Rucki in view 
of Pollanen. The rejection is respectfully traversed. 

The Examiner states that Rucki discloses the claimed invention, except for the 
compensation control unit which adaptively sets compensation characteristics. However, the 
Examiner additionally states that Pollanen discloses this feature, and that it would have been 
obvious to combine the two references to arrive at the claimed invention. Applicant's respectfully 
disagree. 

In Pollanen, the invention is based on the principle that the voltage and current are 
measured at the output stage of the high frequency power amplifier, whereby the load impedance at 
the output stage can be calculated and the transmission power adjusted accordingly (col. 2, lines 43- 
47). The Examiner cites col. 7, lines 39-47 as disclosing the compensation control unit of the 
claimed invention. This section of the reference discloses a control unit 6 that is instrumental in 
achieving the principles of Pollanen. In this regard, the function of the control unit is to process 
measurement results so that the transmission power can be adapted according to the measurements. 
The claimed invention, on the other hand, adaptively sets compensation characteristics for cross-talk 
compensation. There is not teaching or suggestion in Pollanen (or in Rucki) of this feature. 
Significantly, one of the patentable distinctions of the claimed invention is to remove this cross-talk. 
In the claimed invention, a transceiver is disclosed in which there is transmission and reception. As 
illustrated in Figures 3 and 4, cross-talk occurs (and is compensated for) between transmission and 
reception lines. Pollanen, on the other hand, simply addresses a transmitter. 

Additionally, the Examiner fails to state a reason why one having ordinary skill would 
have been motivated to combine the references. Rather, the Examiner merely concludes that the 
references should be combined by virtue of the fact that the two references, when taken together, 
meet the claimed limitation. The Examiner may not make conclusory statements of obviousness 
without any evidentiary support on the record. Applicant's respectfully request that the Examiner 
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state a motivation for combination of the references, as well as cite a reference in support of this 
motivation. Otherwise, the rejection should be withdrawn from the record. 

Claims 5 and 6 have been rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as unpatentable over Rucki in 
view of Pollanen, further in view of Rapeli. The rejection is traversed for the reasons presented in 
the arguments above, and since Rapeli fails to disclose the compensation unit which adaptively sets 
compensation characteristics. 

In view of the above, each of the presently pending claims in this application is believed 
to be in immediate condition for allowance. Accordingly, the Examiner is respectfully requested to 
withdraw the outstanding rejection of the claims and to pass this application to issue. If it is 
determined that a telephone conference would expedite the prosecution of this application, the 
Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned at the number given below. 

In the event the U.S. Patent and Trademark office determines that an extension and/or 
other relief is required, applicant petitions for any required relief including extensions of time and 
authorizes the Commissioner to charge the cost of such petitions and/or other fees due in connection 
with the filing of this document to Deposit Account No. 03-1952 referencing docket 
no.449 122020300. However, the Commissioner is not authorized to charge the cost of the issue fee 
to the Deposit Account. 

Dated: December 29, 2004 
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McLean, Virginia 22102 
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